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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



1. 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-53 have been considered but are moot in 



view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



2. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 



obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made, 

3. Claims 1-4, 6-7, 9-17, 19-20, 22-30, 33-39, 41-48, and 50-53 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goetz et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,928,330/ or "Goetz" 
hereinafter) in view of Vrvilo et al (US Patent 5,794,018). 

Regarding claim 1, Goetz discloses "a computer-readable medium storing instructions 
adapted to be executed on a processor, to: (a) display, at a receiver, received data; (b) analyze, at 
the receiver, the quality of the displayed data; (c ) formulate, at the receiver and based on the 
analysis in step (b), a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to alter the characteristics of 
data to be sent to the receiver, and (d) send, from the receiver, the formulated suggestion", i.e., 
Goetz discloses a multimedia distribution system to a client i.e., a receiver such as a PC with a 
display monitor (see abstract and col. 10/lines 37-63) and as being a computer readable medium 
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for storing instructions (as illustrated from Figs. 1-7), from a server 920 (as illustrated in Fig. 9) 
wherein the multimedia files can be streaming accordingly or adjusting appropriately according 
to network's characteristics (col. 4/lines 34-54) or to user's preferences (col. 8/lines 40-50) the 
client or the user can change or alter the characteristics of data to be sent to him/her by 
suggesting or requesting some parameter suggestions, for example, changing the desired rate of 
transmission between the user's device and the server for receiving multimedia files (col. 1 1/lines 
27-48), and the formulated suggestion or user requests for quality presentations can be obtained 
by sending the requests to the server, and the server sends the requested data to the user terminal 
(col. 3/lines 1-35; Figs. 10 & 1 1, and col. 10/line 64 to col. 12/line 13 for details on procedures 
for the client how to request quality presentations being displayed on the clients device from the 
server). 

Applicants argues that Goetz does not analyzing the quality of displaying data at the 
receiver and formulating the suggestion or request to the sender; however, such a same technique 
is taught by Vrvilo as Vrvilo, in a same field of network-based environment, teaches that the 
display format or the presentation at the display to the viewer can be changed by the viewer 
based on their requests as different display formats and different video (display) rates can be 
alternatively presented (Vrvilo, refer to Fig. 34 for steps of managing multiple media 
applications, col. 38/line 62 to col. 40/line 65 for details on multiple video formats and different 
video display resolution; col. 42/line 39 to col 43/line 27 for the quality of video/audio 
presentation is affected by video formats and options and the capability in optimizing video 
performance of the system — quality of the displayed image — addressed; and Figs. 38 as an 
example for rate negotiation from the user for different rate/quality streams). Therefore, it would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Goetz's system with Vrvilo's teaching technique of requesting the display of presentation 
data as the quality of displaying data is of concern. 

As for claim 2, Goetz discloses "the storing instructions adapted to be executed on a 
processor to: (e) receive, at the receiver, a user preference to be used in the analysis in step (b) 1 ', 
i.e., user preferences are used for opening presentations at the user terminal based on the earlier 

As for claim 3, Goetz further discloses "wherein the instruction (a) to display data 
includes instructions adapted to be executed by a processor to display, at the receiver, 
audiovisual data", i.e., audiovisual data or multimedia data is addressed (col. 1/lines 25-38). 

As for claim 4, Goetz teaches "wherein the instruction (b) to analyze the quality of the 
displayed data includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to analyze, at the receiver, 
the system load", i.e., the system load or system capacity is of concern for an effective solution 
as the object of this system (col. 2/lines 26-55). 

As for claim 6, Goetz further teaches the step of "wherein the instruction c ) to formulate 
a media-parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to 
formulate media-parameter suggestions that include: (I ) send timing information identifying the 
point in time where the data was collected; and (ii) send timing information identifying the point 
in time when the suggested action should be honored" by disclosing the timing information must 
be provided in order to provide the synchronization for the transmission of multimedia stream 
(col. 1/line 58 to col. 2/line 14). 



Application/Control Number: 09/1 13,747 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2611 

As for claim 7, Goetz further discloses "wherein the instruction c ) to formulate a 
mediaparameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions to: ( I) alter the frame rate", i.e., different frame rates can be 
requested and performed (col. 8/lines 40-50; col. 10/lines 18-35; col. I 1/lines 27-48). 

As for claims 9, 22, 32, 41, and 50, in further view of claim 1 above, Vrvilo further 
teaches the step of "alter the window size" in the media-parameter suggestion as an instruction to 
change (col. 42/line 39 to col. 43/line 27 as resizing the window changes the quality of the 
display presentation). 

As for claim 10, Goetz shows the step of "wherein the instruction c ) to formulate a 
media-parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions to: (I ) alter audio channel characteristics", i.e., language or rate of 
audio can be changed (col. 6/lines 10-30). 

As for claim 11, Goetz further discloses the step of "wherein the instruction c) to 
formulate a media-parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor 
to formulate media-parameter suggestions to: (I) alter the graphics hardware load", i.e., the 
graphics hardware load or the graphics presentations to viewers can be changed, i.e., multiple 
copies can be sent (col. 10/lines 18-35). 

As for claim 12, Goetz discloses "wherein the instruction c) to formulate a 
mediaparameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions to: (I) alter the CPU load", i.e., the CPU load or the system 
capacity can be altered (col. 2/lines 35-55). . 
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- As for claim 13, Goetz further disclose "wherein the instruction c) to formulate a 
mediaparameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions that include: (I) altering the RAM amount available", i.e., a RAM 
is addressed for storing packets containing multimedia information (col 7/lines 19-39). 

Regarding claims 14-17, 19-20 and 22-26, these claims for "a method of transmitting data 
from a sender to a receiver across a network comprising: (a) displaying, at the receiver, received 
data; (b) analyzing, at the receiver, the quality of the displayed data; c) formulating, at the 
receiver and based on the analysis in step (b), a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to 
alter the characteristics of data to be sent to the receiver; and (d) sending, from the receiver, the 
formulated suggestion to alter the quality of the received data" with same limitations as earlier 
cited are rejected for the reasons given in the scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 9-13 as already 
disclosed in details in view of Vrvilo as discussed above. 

Regarding claims 27-30 and 33-35, these claims for "a method for transmitting data 
across a network comprising: a) transmitting data to a receiver; b) receiving a suggestion to alter 
the transmitted data on the basis of a quality of data transmitted in (a); c) selecting, based on the 
received suggestion, an action to alter the data; and d) altering the transmitted data" with same 
limitations as earlier cited are rejected for the reasons given in the scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 
10-13 as already disclosed in details in view of Vrvilo as discussed above. 

Regarding claims 36-39 and 41-45, these claims for "an apparatus for transmitting data 
from a sender to a receiver across a network comprising: (a) a processor; (b) a port coupled to 
said processor; and c) a memory coupled to said processor and said port, storing instructions 
adapted to be run on said processor to: (i) display, at the receiver, received data; (ii) analyze, at 
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the receiver, the quality of the displayed data; (iii) formulate, at the receiver and based on the 
analysis in (ii), a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to alter the characteristics of data to 
be sent to the receiver; and (iv) send, from the receiver, the formulated suggestion to alter the 
quality of the received data" with a host interface as a port for interfacing to other components of 
the network (Fig. 10/item 920 and Fig. 1 1) and with same limitations as earlier cited are rejected 
for the reasons given in the scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 9-13 as already disclosed in details in 
view of Vrvilo as discussed above. 

Regarding claim 46-48 and 50-53, these claims for "an apparatus for transmitting data 
from a sender to a receiver across a network comprising: (a) a processor; (b) a port coupled to 
said processor; and c) a memory coupled to said processor and said port, storing instructions 
adapted to be run on said processor to: (i) transmit data to a receiver; (ii) receive a suggestion to 
alter the transmitted data on the basis of a quality of data transmitted in (i); and (iii) selecting, 
based on the received suggestion, an action to alter the data; and (iv) altering the transmitted 
data" with a host interface as a port for interfacing to other components of the network (Fig. 
10/item 920) and with same limitations as earlier cited are rejected for the reasons given in the 
scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 9-13 as in details in view of Vrvilo as discussed above. 
4. Claims 5 and 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goetz et 
al (US Patent No. 5,928,330) in view of Vrvilo et al. (US Patent 5,794,018) as described above 
and Pocock et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,014,125). 
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As for claims 5 and 18, Goetz and McCoy do not further disclose the detailed 
components of the client receiver as claimed; however, Pocock shows "wherein the instruction 
(b) to analyze the quality of the displayed data includes instructions adapted to be run on the 
processor to: (i) analyze, at the receiver, component load, wherein a component is chosen from 
the set comprising a central-processing unit, a graphics card, and a texture-mapping engine" (Fig. 
4/item 94 for a CPU; Fig. 4/item 86 for video processor and Fig. 5/item 1 18 for a graphics 
generator (within a graphics card); and col. 8/line 61 to col 9/line 14 for a method of creating 
commands with alphanumeric keys in commands as a texture-mapping engine). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the Goetz 5 s and Vrvilo 's system with well-known and must-have features of a PC such as a 
CPU, a graphics card and a texture-mapping engine as one of Pocock' s in order to perform the 
mentioned activities or analyzing the quality of displayed data as noted. 

5. Claims 8, 21, 31, 40, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goetz et al (US Patent No. 5,928,330) in view of Vrvilo as described above and Volk et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,673,401/ or "Volk" hereinafter). 

Regarding claims 8, 21, 3 1, 40, and 49, Goetz and Vrvilo do not show the computer 
readable medium as of claim 2 wherein the instruction c) to formulate a media parameter 
suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate media-parameter 
suggestions to: "alter the color depth"; however, Volk teaches the same technique of providing 
interactive two-way multimedia information data to users. In fact, Volk teaches an enhanced user 
interface that allows users to customize the control item via a user input device (Volk, col. 5/line 
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20-60). Volk clearly teaches an enhanced technique of altering the color depth using the user 
interface at the user terminal (col 18/lines 10-30; and col. 33/lines 45-55 for altering the "color 
depth"). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Goetz's and Vrvilo's interactive multimedia presentation system 
with Volk's teaching technique of altering the color depth as additional tool for customizing the 
user interface as revealed by Volk as preferred. 

Conclusion 

6. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: (703) 872-9306, (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Kieu-Oanh Bui whose telephone number is (571) 272-7291. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 AM to 6:30 PM, with alternate Fridays 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Grant, can be reached on (571) 272-7294. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 



Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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